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a. Summary of Process Data.
(e. g., process weight rate, gas flow rate,
emission concentrations, gas conditions,
emission factor) .
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b. Calculation of Actual Emissions (Units of Rule
and Tons/Year)
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C. Calculation of Allowable Emissions
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ADDITIONAL CALCULATIONS

/‘é?mwwﬁf M%‘;‘Wf;:fg éit’ﬁ”“"wfﬁ”ﬁ’é“ "{?g&g@  on : %4% Zé&’@«

S Al 29 ekl Ee. 777
> ..

%ﬂ% f /{J / (ff? ;"‘f g {ﬁ}»}
2

/iﬂfifii.c o Ww#{}" - s i; = " o . ‘"‘“’;;i”w:?

Ao /"'Idf‘{w’} ’}éfg?ad’j

ks ‘?.;;F;{;"&} . v
S0 5/?§Fﬁwmwﬂ x Zrop i‘f’f‘if P AT 7 &y 2 {fyf/ﬁwf’gﬁ?fwj

mumgi=T

st}gﬁw{ 5 @%M Pl ‘“12.4’;“;4 -’/?ﬂf’g X 2o é’? fﬁﬁ#ﬁﬁ?uﬂ ff)gé 7 j“: 0 "”{f{iuﬂt = /ﬁjf}
it Ve s 2000 £

'.‘/)' # == P e . » y
Mloirstle. € piiiiove = /50 = Pof _ g7 Te

AT Az, 2ot )

E T T v; -.I;-W:"nf’ﬁ i
s, 7z BIE. . Zooo zg& AABETES ‘s ATy BT m:;,J
e oo s R f G

&
Ly
ff@ P il £

7e A o -

‘/ivzw% rwdgrpra = O /88 A sty MiE . e
"’W " 8s ﬁm X mh%f{ﬁ’fffgﬁw Gt Z& « DA OuS

FUt T 1S . “ 5 e Al T z
Te §r Eeosiy

f

o s »
f@éﬁ;’wy% &5@%&@?@}3%;51@5:“ A7 K {;} g;g w SO0 5T iz e
d‘/&
W

i ebas e, LA s e s g £ LA bl i e e 1T LT s G



-3~

d. Summary of Stack Test Data
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Summary of Visible Emission Violation
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b. Summary of Observations
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c. Problems with Data
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d. Pertinent 0&M Observations
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e. Supplementary Data from Local/State Agencies
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III.  REMEDIES
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3. Approximate Cost of Compliance

T Lo calo kit ot Mo e

4, Anticipated Siting Problems

”4‘“”’(% 2 Dive Gecke of Ctopillr; e vl Ao
sy foroblora /2?2, e lliclomea M{Jﬁ,.
? bk of wfw&d

5. Likelihood of Meeting Deadline for DCO
N JA




A. History

1. Federal Contacts with Source (attach telephone memo)
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2. Federal Contacts with State and Local Agencies

a. . Is this source on a State or Local Compliance Schedule?
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does it require compliance by date certain?
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does the order provide for milestone dates?

do you believe that installation of the proposed
control system can result in compliance?

does it require continuous monitoring?

b. Is the State/Local Agency negotiating with this scurce?
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c. Has the State/Local Agency filed suit?
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AINARY WITNESS LIST

¥ ATTACHMENTS

A. Trip Reports (including process description; observations.
- recommentations)
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B. Stack Tests with S&A Evaluation
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C. V.E. Observation Reports

D. 114 Response
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